




















Moral judgment as more a product of the 
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ly as  the result of moral  intuitions.  In other 
words, moral judgments are products of effort-
less, associative, heuristic processing, which is 
generally  referred  to as  System 1  thinking. 
According to Graham et al. （2013）, “moral eval-






son engages  in moral  reasoning, he or  she 








arguing  than  it  does  rational  deliberation 
（Mercier & Sperber, 2011）.






























































































foremost moral  concern  among  liberals. 
Conservatives,  in contrast, were hypothesized 
to prefer creating more tightly ordered commu-








































































out of  thirteen  issues  the strongest predictor 
was a subscale of the MFQ rather than political 















The  eleven  issues were  abortion,  defense 
spending, teaching creationism, same-sex mar-
riage, the use of torture in interrogation, global 
















































































alty.  In  the US,  the proportion of  those who 
support the death penalty has ranged from 60% 
and up throughout most of  the past 80 years. 



































eration  for  the  feelings of victims and  their 
families,” and 52.9% claimed that murderers 
should atone by giving up their own lives. Thus, 
catering  to  the  feelings of victims and  their 
families was the top justification for supporting 
the death penalty. Among those who opposed 


































The purpose of the present study



























































should be ensuring  that everyone  is  treated 
fairly” （Fairness）; “I am proud of my country’ s 
history” （Ingroup）; “Respect  for authority  is 
something   a l l   ch i ldren   need   to   learn” 
（Authority）; and “People should not do things 
that are disgusting, even if no one is harmed” 




























































































came  from  the Purity   factor of  the original 
Questionnaire, and one from the Authority fac-
tor. These items represent an individual’ s belief 
in and acceptance of  an  inviolable,  foreor-
































Table 1.　Summary of Factor Loadings for the Japanese Translation  
of the Moral Foundations Questionnaire
Item
Factor Loading
1 2 3 4 5
Factor 1: Ingroup （α＝ . 69）
It is more important to be a team player than to express oneself. .89 − .12 − .24 − .16 .08
If I were a soldier and disagreed with my commanding officer’ s 
orders, I would obey anyway because that is my duty.
.64 − .07 .20 .17 − .19
Whether or not someone conformed to the traditions of society. .47 .27 .15 .08 .15
Whether or not someone’ s action showed love for his or her 
country.
.40 .19 − .09 − .01 .08
Factor 2: Authority （α＝ .64）
Respect for authority is something all children need to learn. − .09 1.03 − .02 − .18 .04
Whether or not someone showed a lack of respect for authority. .28 .51 .23 .14 − .18
Factor 3: Fairness （α＝ .56）
Whether or not someone acted unfairly. − .17 .20 .71 − .08 .08
Whether or not someone was denied his or her rights. .01 − .06 .52 .03 .25
Whether or not some people were treated differently from others. .30 − .28 .38 − .04 .11
Factor 4: Purity （α＝ .57）
Whether or not someone acted in a way that God would approve 
of.
− .08 .04 − .17 .72 .22
Men and women each have different roles to play in society. − .04 − .10 .03 .53 − .16
I would call some acts wrong on the grounds that they are 
unnatural. 
.05 − .15 .04 .47 .05
Chastity is an important and valuable virtue. .12 .23 − .16 .34 − .05
Factor 5: Harm （α＝ .59）
Whether or not someone suffered emotionally. .02 − .04 .27 − .09 .60
Compassion for those who are suffering is the most crucial virtue. .27 .13 − .09 − .07 .51
Whether or not someone was cruel. − .17 − .08 .33 .12 .49
Factor correlations
Factor 1 −−
Factor 2 .28 −−
Factor 3 − .01 .04 −−
Factor 4 .42 .49 − .08 −−













vorable attitudes  toward  JCP （the  Japanese 
Communist Party） were negatively and signifi-
cantly related to Fairness （r=-.25, p<.05）.
Issue positions on the death penalty and the 
Five Moral Foundations.
Issue positions on the death penalty were re-





















Table 2.　Means, Standard Deviations, and Intercorrelations of Research Variables
M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. Death Penalty 2.91  .81 .
2. LDP 2.59  .58 − .04
3. JCP 2.14  .67 − .09 − .11
4. Ingroup 3.12  .76 − .03 .33** .09
5. Authority 3.22 1.05 − .01 .37** .01 .35**
6. Fairness 4.71  .66 .09 .05 − .25* .05 .01
7. Purity 3.51  .75 .20 .30* − .01 .33** .32** − .11
8. Harm 4.43  .82 .11 .08 .08 .16 .06 .37** .20
Note： N=70. * p<.05.  **p<.01
Table 3. Regression Analysis Summary for 
Demographic and Moral Foundation Variables 
Predicting Issue positions on Death Penalty
Variable B SEB β
Gender − .10 .23 − .06
Age .37 .17 .31*
LDP − .27 .20 − .20
JCP − .10 .15 − .09
Ingroup − .06 .14 − .06
Authority .00 .11 .00
Fairness .34 .18 .26
Purity .33 .14 .32*
Harm .31 .15 .29*




























































































pro-death-penalty  positions.  Koleva  et  al. 




















































on  controversial   political   issues  among 
Japanese people.
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